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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC§103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Thomas et al 
(US. PUB. 2002/0059627A1) and Kerbs (\J,S, 5,557,320). 

As per claim 1,16 & 20 Thomas disclosed a media distribution system operative to selectively 
deliver media content to a media presentation device, the media distribution system comprising: 
a media delivery service provider operative to transmit a media content stream to a media 
distribution device (page.l, paragraph. 3); a customer account database for maintaining a central 
account associated with the media distribution device, the central account identifying a portion of 
the media content stream that is selected for delivery to the media presentation device (page.6, 
paragraph.92); to a local account date module for maintaining a local account identifying the 
portion of the media content stream that is selected for delivery to the media presentation device 
(page.3, paragraphs.48 & 49). 

However Thomas did not disclosed in detail a local account manager for modifying the local 
account data module; wherein the media delivery device delivers to the media presentation 
device portion of the media content stream identified by the local account data module. In the 
same field of endeavor Kerbs disclosed a local account manager for modifying the local account 
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data module; wherein the media delivery device delivers to the media presentation device portion 
of the media content stream identified by the local account data module (col. 6, lines 39-62). 
It would have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the capability of 
modifying more than one type of media contents feeding into the media distribution device for 
display and thus making and it more versatile and increase its interoperability. 

3. As per claim 2 Thomas-Kerbs disclosed the media distribution device of Claim 1, 
wherein the media content is delivered over a communication link between the media 
distribution device and a media delivery service provider (Thomas, page. 4, paragraph 56). 

4. As per claim 3 Thomas-Kerbs disclosed the media distribution device of Claim 1, 
wherein the communication link is a broadband connection (Kerbs, col.4, lines 38-50). 

5. As per claim 4 Thomas-Kerbs disclosed the media distribution device of Claim 3, 
wherein the broadband connection is an asymmetric digital subscriber line (Kerbs, col.4, lines 
38-50). 

6. As per claim 5 Thomas-Kerbs disclosed the media distribution device of Claim 1 , 
wherein the communication link is a satellite connection (Kerbs, col.6, lines 31-38). 

7. As per claim 6 Thomas-Kerbs disclosed the media distribution device of Claim 1 , 
wherein the local account manager can be remotely controlled (Thomas, page.2, paragraph 41 & 
page.4, paragraph 59). 
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8. As per claim 7 Thomas-Kerbs disclosed the media distribution device of Claim 1, 
wherein the local account manager can be remotely accessed (Thomas, page.2, paragraph 41 & 
page.4, paragraph 59). 

9. As per claim 8 Thomas-Kerbs disclosed the media distribution device of Claim 7, 
wherein the local account manager can be remotely accessed via the media adapter (Thomas, 
page.2, paragraph 41 & page.4, paragraph 59 & 61). 

10. As per claim 9 Thomas-Kerbs disclosed the media distribution device of Claim 7, 
wherein the local account manager can be remotely accessed via the data adapter (Thomas, 
page.2, paragraph 41 & page.4, paragraph 59 & 61). 

11. As per claim 10 Thomas-Kerbs disclosed the media distribution device of Claim 1, 
wherein the media content is delivered over a communication link between the media 
distribution device and a media delivery service provider and wherein the local account manager 
can be remotely accessed by the media delivery system (Thomas, page.2, paragraph 41 & page.4, 
paragraph 59 & 61). 

12. As per claim 1 1 Thomas-Kerbs disclosed the media distribution device of Claim 10, 
wherein the local account data module can be transmitted to the media delivery service provider 
(Thomas, page.2, paragraph 41 & page.4, paragraph 59). 
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13. As per claim 12 Thomas-Kerbs disclosed the media distribution device of Claim 11, 
wherein the media delivery service provider is operative to store the local account data module 
(Thomas, page.4, paragraph 59 & page.6, paragraph 91). 

14. As per claim 1 3 Thomas-Kerbs disclosed the media distribution device of Claim 1 , 
wherein the local account manager can be locally accessed (Thomas, page. 3, paragraphs 48 & 49 
and page.4, paragraph 56). 

15. As per claim 14 Thomas-Kerbs disclosed the media distribution device of Claim 13, 
further comprising a user interface whereby the local account manager can be locally accessed 
(page.4, paragraph 56 & 63). 

16. As per claim 15 Thomas-Kerbs disclosed the media distribution device of Claim 14, 
wherein the user interface is provided via the media presentation device (Kerbs, col.7, lines 27- 
40). 

17. As per claim 17 Thomas-Kerbs disclosed the media delivery system of Claim 16, wherein 
the local account manager is operative to autonomously transmit the local account data module 
to the media deHvery service provider for storage as the central account (Thomas, page.l, 
paragraph 8, page.3, paragraph 45 & page.4, paragraph 59). 
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1 8. As per claim 1 8 Thomas-Kerbs disclosed the media delivery system of Claim 1 7, wherein 
the local account data module is transmitted to the media delivery service provider over an 
asymmetric digital subscriber line (Thomas, page.2, paragraph 41 & page.4, paragraph 59 & 61). 

19. The media delivery system of Claim 19, wherein the media delivery service provider 
transmits the media stream to the media distribution device over an asymmetric digital subscriber 
line. 

Response to Arguments 

20. Applicant's arguments filed 12 December, 2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. When prior art is presented to the applicants, it is the responsibility of the 
applicants to not simply read portions of the prior art but to also gain an understanding of the 
spirit of the design. 

21. hi response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot show 

nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 

combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re 

Merck & Co.. 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). Applicant agues that Thomas 

» 

does not disclose a local account manager, which manager is clearly disclosed by Krebs. 
Additionally applicant argues that Krebs does not suggest a media distribution device, which 
device is clearly taught by Thomas. Thus the combination of Thomas in view of Krebs renders 
applicants invention unpatentable. Moreover examiner notes point out that Thomas could easily 
and obviously be interpreted to include a local account manager, (Page. 3, Paragraphs 48 & 49, 
page.4, paragraph. 56) and also delivery of media to media presentation device without 
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modification to the media content sent from the media delivery service provider (page. 
Paragraphs 36-39), as noted within the prior office action, though a more detailed version was 
noted within the prior office action by combining Thomas and Krebs references. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Asghar Bilgrami whose telephone number is 571-272-3907. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8:00-5 :00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley can be reached on 571-272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Asghar Bilgrami 
Examiner 




